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‘Drill-Bit Deal

fhihrt-Segriy
Source Says Dresser
* Plant Aids Anti-Tank -
Weapons Producnon _

,‘ft:.\

By RALPH VARTABEDI AN
;. Times Staff Wrzter :

~\Vhen the Carter Admxmstrahon
approved the 1978 sale to the Soviet
Union of a $144 million factory to "
“build petroleum *drill Dbits," U S..
?Army officials-, ~wamed that’ the
seemmgly mnocuous deal. would
»enhance .Russiarn produc ionf of -
anu tank weapons. ¥ R
Despite those objectxons Dresser
Indu:.mes Inc., a2 big oil-service
“firm based in Dallas, was permitted
to-sell the manufacmnng plant to
theSovxets.. o B NS
v Now, a senior: mxhtary official has
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gy and the additional productxon ca-. .e
‘pacity ‘to mcrease their output_ of ’
anti-tank weapons

- May Redesign Tank :
~0f major concern to Defense De- N

B

f 'partment officials is evidence that . 5

the Soviets now can build greater .
rmmbers of high-quality weapons .
potentially lethal to the Army’s new - i
$2.7—mzlhon-per ‘copy:* M-1" tank.

I cahse of its’ percexved vulnerabnhty ;
to such weapons.” -
x‘t The Dresser case is the most re-
cent example of how a major tech- .
nology sale to the Soviet Union can
zcontnbute to ‘weapons productxon‘ ‘
¥eritics of such sales say. -
"‘% These -critics” have arvued for:7.
'years that.the Soviets would apply -
Jostensibly- wcivilian technology to
Fadvanced* weapons but their con-:
P cems largely'fell on deaf ears dur-
~mg the pursuit®of detente in the:
:.Carter, Ford and Nixon Administra:
“tions. In-those years, technotogy
 sales were pursued as a ‘diplomatic
carrot in dealing with the Soviets.
%% Contending that too much léad-"".
'mg-edge mlhtary ‘technology ‘was
#given away. in the 1970s, the Rea-~

.f__

reverse or at least réin in that U.

. -set up by several U.S. firms:#

¢ “tion of the deal in'October, 1978. Nevertheless, the plant '

I8 manufacttmng products out? ‘of | tuncsten carb:de——an '
::extremelyi hard, dense and; heavy metal ‘alloy. thh a,
'broad range of mdxtary and mQu.»tnal applications:

.D’In dnlhbzts- tungsten carbide” cuttmg edges permxtvf:‘
“wells'to be drilled through hard rock to depths exceed- |

military in deadly ‘weapons that penetrate armor. -~

‘gan; Administration -has sought ‘to .";»ﬁ

they say has enabied the Soviets to Irprove the accura-
cy of their intercontinental ballistic missiles. Also, Pen-
tagonrofilctals assert that the Soviet invasion of Afgha-

nistan.was aided by a heavy-truck manmactunng plam. ‘
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¥ The Drésser controversy’ datés back to Ma fay 20, 1978
when the company was licensed by the Commerce De- -
partmentto;sell a so-called'turnkey factory.to the So- -
viet . Union*to produce petroleum- drill- bits, which the <
Soviats’ reeded to increase their production of oil." ° :
-'AILer the? approvalrwammnted ‘criticisn, that. the'-’
ale” would;mprove Sovietiweapons and give away.im- 3
portantpetroleum technology ledtoa Senate investiga-«
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and eqmpment were transferred to the Soviets, %=+

*"THe rranufactunnc plant was'set up in Kuxbyshev an.’!

mdustnal city on theVolda River about 300 miles north - i

of’the Casman Sea axe ‘as many as 100 000 bzts per
; _:-"E-,u-& ¢l""\t [

The focal pomt of concernin the Dre<ser sale mvolves

eqmpment."and knaw-how-that the Soviets' ‘gained for :

ing three miles. But the same alloy also is used by the-
- The technolovy to form the tungsten-carbida cuttrrxo
edves of a’drill bif is similarito’ the process for buﬂdmg :

tunasten carbxde artx}leryf Tounds;; atcording‘to Army

e Do
mto ve'y narrow an({ :

m’-*"ﬁ

’pohcy, as part of its overall harde
‘ mg in relations with Moscow. -

Z4In addition- to concern over. the
Dresser-“hcense Reagan -Adminis:;
_tration off‘ cials have’ cned such ex-:
amples as the sale of 168 precision’

a told The Times:that according toin-.
“telligence mformatmn the . Sovirts-
. have indeed- made at least indirect-.
Suse of this manufacturing technolo-:

‘ F e, %’ Some: Pentagon_ ofﬁcxals go. beyond saymg thet Lhe g
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= = gave, Moscow manufactunng experUSe that could allow,

ir red out; 'f convenuonal artﬂlery guns - The’ ‘rounds
- travel very fast and,'by. concentratmv tremendous en-"

ar:_nor ‘withgiit using an explosxve charge:’ PG
?A"Eey issuedin the curfent controversy~is- that, the"'
Dresser factory enlarged the, .Soviets’ capacity to make-
imgsten—carbxde products“ enablmg' thenr, to-canvert
ore of that capacity to weapons production. ;3735
i~ BEverrif theSovijets alrgady*had access to thelechno &
' gy‘used by:theé plant, xmhtary sotirces said; the ability:
—Ito pmduce more armor—plermng weapons, without put- |
hng‘strairt on their owrr tunigsten carbide manufactur)
mg capacxty could be.a- sxgmf cant advantaae Quanuty
'of certain key.wea 1S i

these"sourca saxd.‘
ix jz

nﬁrmed that’ t.'ne Sovxets have
gungsten-carbxde -Capacity'ito
weapons’production” since’ getting® the’ Dresser, ‘plant.;
- Moreover, ‘hesaid, the Dresser plantitself hasbeen pre-.-*
pated forconverswn to weaponsproducnon «' At

Dresser deal. gave™, -the Sowets the ability to-increase 1
:\Loutput ‘of anh-tank weapons They assert that the sale

¥y

SER. . Luter’ Dresser semor vxcepresxdent for ﬁnance, »
aid*the ‘Company had not’ ‘previcusly heard. the asser« ‘
jon that the Soviets have used the plant to permit them i
R .mcreasetheu- . weapons. oulput. and thus he could not ‘
répond to:that assertion But he added that the. factory,
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